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I.  The  rumors  current  for  many  years  that  the  White  Pelican;,  one  of 
the  largest^  most  peculiar  and  interesting  and  most  magnifi- 
cent in  its  powers  of  flight  of  all  North  American  birds  was 
being  secretly,  persistently  and  cruelly  exterminated  in  Yel- 
lowstone Park  with  the  approval  and  under  orders  of  the 
National  Park  Service  are  now  full  confirmed 2 

II.    Other  matters  relating  to  the  fast  progressing  extinction  of  the 
White  Pelican  discussed  in  this  pamphlet: 

Persecution  by  the  State  Authorities  in  Montana.  Lack  of 
protection  by  other  states  and  neglect  by  the  Biological 
Survey    8 

III.  Astonishing  neglect  of  the  National  Association  of  Audubon  So- 
cieties (Dr.  T.  Gilbert  Pearson,  President,  and  Dr.  Frank  M. 
Chapman,  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Directors)  to  do  anything 
to  save  the  White  Pelican  and  its  still  more  astonishing  con- 
duct in  contributing  to  the  attempt  to  exterminate  the  bird  by 
spreading  reports  minimizing  its  danger^  and  in  trying  to  choke 
off  the  protests  against  its  destruction  and  discourage  efforts 
to  give  it  more  protection 10 


THE  WHITE  PELICAN  A  MIGRATORY  BIRD— NOT  PARK 

PROPERTY  TO  BE  DESTROYED  BY  THE  PARK 

OFFICIALS  IF  THEY  PLEASE 

The  White  Pelicans  breeding  in  Yellowstone  Park  winter  on  the 
coasts  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  eindl  migrate  twice  a  year  1500  miles  or 
more  through  many  States.  They  do  not  belong  to  the  Park  in  the 
sense  that  creatures  of  sedentary  habits  such  as  bears,  or  beavers,  do. 
THE  PARK  OFFICIALS  HAVE  NO  RIGHT  TO  EXTERMINATE 
THEM  WITHOUT  REGARD  TO  THE  RIGHTS  OF  THE  MANY 
STATES  TO  WHICH  THEY  BELONG.  Destruction  of  the  formerly 
important  breeding  colonies  in  the  Park  is  a  long  step  toward  the 
extinction  of  the  species. 


I. 

Warfare  on  the  Pelican  by  the  National  Park  Service 

One  of  the  main  purposes  for  which  the  National  Parks  are  maintained 
is  to  afford  havens  of  refuge  for  the  larger  species  of  native  mammals  and 
birds  that  have  been  rapidly  wiped  out  throughout  the  rest  of  the  country. 
Few  species  are  in  greater  need  or  more  deserving  of  complete  protection 
by  the  park  system  than  the  immense  and  magnificent  White  Pelican,  which 
is  fast  approaching  extinction. 

Unfortunately  Yellowstone  Park  is  the  only  National  Park  affording 
suitable  breeding  conditions  for  this  bird.  But  the  colonies  which  used  to 
nest  there  have  been  subjected  to  persistent  secret  persecution  and  have  only 
narrowly  escaped  entire  extermination  at  the  hands  of  the  National  Park 
Service  which  is  responsible  to  the  Nation  for  their  protection.  These 
breeding  colonies  of  conspicuous  and  interesting  birds,  which  were  a  fea- 
ture of  the  Park  and  a  source  of  great  interest  to  tourists,  were  of  impor- 
tance in  saving  the  species  from  extermination. 

Of  What  Crimes  is  the  Pelican  Accused? 

Is  it  dangerous  to  tourists,  or  does  it  attack  their  automobiles,  or  raid 
their  camps  for  provisions?  Does  it  destroy  the  elk,  buffalo  or  antelope.'^ 
Does  it  annoy  any  bird  or  animal  in  any  way.^*  No;  far  worse  than  that. 
It  is  accused  of  cutting  slightly  into  the  profits  of  that  mighty  octopus,  the 
organization  of  National  Park  concessionaires,  by  eating  some  of  the  trout 
by  means  of  which  the  concessionaires  hope  to  attract  fishermen  to  the 
Park,  to  spend  their  money  in  the  hotels,  camps,  stores  and  garages  con- 
ducted by  that  monopoly. 

The  National  Parks  and  National  Forests  include  thousands  of  streams, 
ponds  and  lakes  where  there  are  no  pelicans,  that  contain,  or  may  be 
stocked  with,  trout  for  the  pleasure  and  diversion  of  anglers;  but  hardly 
half  a  dozen  places  where  pelicans  can  breed.  Was  Yellowstone  Park 
established  primarily  to  provide  fishing  for  transient  tourists  who  can  fish 
in  a  thousand  places  elsewhere.''     The  officials  seem  to  think  so. 

All  this  is  aside  from  the  fact  that  there  is  no  evidence  that  the  ex- 
termination of  the  pelican  will  appreciably  benefit  the  fishing  in  the  Park. 
In  the  Yellowstone  Park,  as  throughout  the  country,  man  is  the  main  de- 
stroyer of  the  fish.  A  single  town,  or  a  few  mills  polluting  a  stream,  or 
the  drainage  of  a  single  lake,  will  ruin  more  fishing  than  all  the  few  White 
Pelicans  now  left  alive  in  this  country  could  accomplish  in  centuries. 

The  White  Pelican  is  also  accused  of  harboring  a  kind  of  tapeworm 
{Dihothrium  cordiceps),  the  eggs  of  which  trout  may  eat  and  in  turn  be- 
come infested  with  worms.  How  eagerly  many  people  seek  for  some  excuse 
for  killing  any  creature  as  large,  as  beautiful,  as  interesting  and  as  in- 
offensive as  the  pelican.  Dr.  Henry  B.  Ward,  for  instance,  considers  that 
getting  rid  of  a  few  worms  entirely  harmless  to  man  that  may  infest  trout 


justifies  exterminating  tlie  White  Pelican.  Happily,  t)r.  Edwin  Linton, 
Professor  at  the  University  of  Pennsylvania,  recognized  as  the  greatest  au- 
thority on  fish  parasites  in  this  country,  pleads  for  tlie  preservation  of  the 
Yellowstone  Park  White  Pelicans.  We  quote  below  a  letter  written  by 
Dr.  Linton  in  March,  1932: 


(Copy) 

UNIVERSITY  OF  PENNSYLVANIA 

THE  COLLEGE 

Philadelphia 
March  5,  1932 
Dr.  Willard  G.  Van  Name 
American  Museum  of  Natural  History 
New  York  City. 
Dear  Dr.  Van  Name: 

Professor  Pratt  has  referred  to  me  your  letter  of  March  1,  inst.,  relative  to 
the  White  Pelican  as  host  of  a  flesh  parasite  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  Trout. 

I  would  refer  you  in  turn  to  the  Bulletin  of  the  U.  S.  Fish  Commission,  vol.  ix, 
pp.  355-6,  for  my  views  on  the  proposed  war  on  the  Pelicans  of  Yellowstone  Lake, 
which  have  not  suffered  change  in  the  forty  years  that  have  passed  since  they  were 
published. 

Very  truly  yours, 

(Signed)    Edwin  Linton. 

Here  are  Dr.  Linton's  views  referred  to  in  the  above  letter.  He 
strongly  protests  against  killing  the  pelicans  as  follows: 

(From  Bulletin  of  the  U.  S.  Fish  Commission   (now  the  Bureau  of  Fisheries), 

Vol.  ix,  pp.  355-356.) 

"A  natural  inquiry  following  the  discovery  of  the  true  nature  of  this  parasite 
will  be:  What  remedies,  if  any,  are  proposed?  A  very  effective  remedy  ...  is  to 
exterminate  the  pelican.  It  would,  indeed,  he  a  lamentable  result  of  my  investiga- 
tion if  that  dire  calamity  should  befall  the  unwitting  cause  of  this  peculiar  malady. 
One  of  the  most  charming  minor  effects  of  the  singularly  beautiful  scenery  of  Yellow- 
stone Lake  to  my  mind  is  produced  by  the  presence  of  these  noble  birds.  /  do  not 
think  such  heroic  measures  are  either  called  for  or  advisable.  The  trout  of  the 
Lake  can  never  figure  as  the  food  supply  of  a  large  number  of  people.  Their 
abundance  or  scarcity  neither  raises  or  lowers  the  price  exacted  of  tourists  by  the 
hotel  association.  They  are  destined  to  contribute  more  to  sport  than  utility." 

Secret  Killing  Persistently  Rumored. 

For  many  years  the  pelicans  have  been  decreasing,  and  rumors  were 
current  that  they  were  being  killed  with  the  approval,  or  perhaps  under 
orders,  of  the  National  Park  Service ;  but  as  far  as  we  are  aware,  no  public 
admission  of  this  was  ever  made  by  the  Park  Service,  and  those  who  could 
give  positive  evidence  either  would  not,  or  dared  not  speak  out. 

The  following  letter  from  Mr.  Horace  M.  Albright,  denies  the  perse- 
cution of  the  White  Pelican  in  Yellowstone  Park: 

8 


(Copy) 

National  Park   Service 
Yellowstone   National  Park 

Office  of  the  Superintendent  June  25,  1923 

Dear  Mr.  

Replying  to  your  letter  of  June  19,  no  pelicans  have  been  killed  in  Yellowstone 
National  Park  with  the  exception  of  a  few  which  have  been  killed  for  scientific 
purposes  and  investigation. 

Sincerely  yours, 

(Signed)    Horace    M.   Albright, 


Now  the  Truth  Comes  Out 

Here  are  extracts  from  a  letter  from  a  former  Park  Service  Ranger 
regarding  officially  conducted  pelican  killing.  (The  rest  of  the  letter  deals 
with  some  equally  interesting  matters^  which,  however,  do  not  relate  to  the 
pelican) : 

(Copy) 

,  Montana 

August  13,  1932 
Mrs.  C.  N.  Edge,  Secy. 
Emergency  Conservation  Committee 
113  East  72nd  St.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 
Dear  Mrs.  Edge: 

In  response  to  your  letter  of  Aug.  8th,  you  will  find  enclosed  herewith  copies 
of  correspondence  and  reports  now  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Yellowstone  Park.  Particular  reference  is  made  to  the  White  Pelican  .  .  .  Insofar 
as  I  am  informed  the  Park  Service  has  never  publicly  admitted  that  control  measures 
were  used  in  connection  with  the  pelicans  that  frequent  Yellowstone  Lake.  I  per- 
sonally know,  however,  that  these  control  measures  have  been  in  efPect  during  the 
entire  period  of  my  service  in  the  park  which  dates  from  1923. 

The  enclosed  reports  and  correspondence  show  that  (Ranger) 

and  (Ranger) participated  In  the  pelican  control.    It  also  appears 

quite  clearly  that  the  methods  they  used  consisted  in  destroying  the  eggs  and  clubbing 
the  young  to  death.  It  should  be  remembered  however,  that  these  men  were  acting 
under  orders  from   the  Park  Superintendent   and  should  not  in   my  judgment  be 

personally  censured  for  what  they  did 

Very  truly  yours, 
(Enclosures)  

The  following  enclosures  came  with  the  above  letter  and  speak  for 
themselves,  showing  the  utter  lack  of  consideration  for,  if  not  actual  hos- 
tility against,  the  pelicans  that  the  officials  exhibit.  A  few  trout  are  con- 
sidered by  the  Park  officials  and  Bureau  of  Fisheries  as  of  more  impor- 
tance than  these  magnificent  birds  which  can  safely  breed  in  few  other 
places  in  the  United  States  or  Canada,  and  which  were  one  of  the  impressive 
features  of  the  Park. 


Enclosure  1.     (This  applies  to  the  year  1931): 

Excerpt  from  letter  of  a  former  Park  Naturalist  in  Yellowstone  Park 
to  Mr. ,  dated  July  28,  1932: 

"There  are  three  things  that  I  do  not  approve  which  apparently  have  the 
sanction  of  the  office  of  the  Superintendent.  First,  rescinding  of  the  order  pro- 
hibiting the  hotels  from  picking  wild  flowers;  2nd,  handling  the  black  bear  situ- 
ation. I  am  told  that  42  were  shot  in  Yellowstone  in  the  summer  of  1931.  Accord- 
ing to  George  Wright  (Monthly  Report  of  Wild  Life  Division  for  September  1931) 
Dixon  recommended  that  50  black  bears  and  25  grizzlies  be  disposed  of  in  Yellow- 
stone. Third,  controlling  the  pelicans  on  Molly  Island.  In  June  1930  171  pelicans 
and  70  nests  containing  from  1  to  4  eggs  were  counted;  in  June  1931 — 54  young 
pelicans  and  no  nests  were  seen. 

This  information  was  omitted  by  request  of  the  Superintendent's  office  from 
the  table  on  page  51  of  Nature  Notes  for  July  1931.  The  table  as  printed  gives  a 
different  aspect  to  the  pelican  situation  than  the  complete  table.  The  killing  of 
young  pelicans  and  destruction  of  the  eggs  is,  I  have  been  told,  carried  out  by  the 
men  from  the  fish  hatcheries." 

Enclosure  2: 
(Copy)  August  22,  1930 

MEMORANDUM  TO  MR.  TOLL: 

There  is  attached  hereto  Assistant  Chief  Ranger  's  report  on  pelicans 

and  time  he  spent  with  Dr.  Ward  while  he  was  investigating  the  pelican  and  fish 
problem. 

It  seems  that  nearly  enough  evidence  has  been  presented  against  the  pelican 
to  warrant  controlling  the  number  at  least.  I  would  not  agree  with  the  opinion  that 
they  should  all  be  killed,  but  I  rather  think  that  we  can  well  afford  to  keep  100 
or  150  pelicans  until  further  study  has  shown  that  they  are  too  destructive  to  have 
in  the  park  at  all.     I  believe  this  could  best  be  accomplished  by  the  method  which 

has  been  employed  in  years  past  by  former  Assistant  Chief  Ranger  and 

Mr.  .     It  may  develop  that  the  fish  duck  and  the  otter  are  as  responsible 

for  fish  parasites  as  the  pelican. 

I  shall  be  pleased  to  comply  with  your  wishes  in  this  problem. 

Respectfully   submitted. 


Chief  Ranger. 
GFB:HW 
CC  Mr. 


Enclosure  8: 
(Copy)  Riverside  Ranger  Station 

August  14,  1930 
Mr.  George  Baggley 
Chief  Ranger. 

PELICAN  REPORT 

In  1922  Dr.  Ward  spent  two  months  here  studying  the  pelican  and  fish  prob- 
lem and  I  spent  most  of  that  time  with  him. 

At  that  time  there  were  from  250  to  300  pelicans  on  Molly  Island.  The  obser- 
vation was  that  each  pelican  took  from  6  to  10  fish  each  day,  and  the  lowest  estimate 
would  be  90,000  fish  during  the  season  of  two  months,  and  their  season  is  longer 
than  that.  We  also  found  Ling  Cod  they  had  brought  to  the  Island  to  feed  their 
young  and  I  don't  know  of  any  ling  in  the  park. 

At  the  meeting  of  ornithologists  in  Boston  that  winter,  Dr.  Ward  wrote  that 
they  wouldn't  take  his  word  for  anything  and  demanded  proofs.    They  claimed  that 


the  pelicans  would  go  150  miles  for  food,  but  most  of  their  food  is  caught  in  Yellow- 
stone Park;  Yellowstone  River  and  Lake,  Squaw  Lake,  Heart  Lake,  Bridger  Lake, 
and  spawning  streams  tributary  to  Yellowstone  Lake  and  River. 

It  would  be  easy  to  keep  check  on  their  number  by  counting  their  nests,  two 
birds  to  each  nest.  I  will  offer  two  suggestions  for  handling  them.  First,  destroy 
all  their  eggs  and  in  a  couple  of  years  I  think  they  would  hunt  another  breeding 
place.  Second,  detail  a  ranger  who  could  keep  his  mouth  shut,  and  with  a  shotgun 
he  could  exterminate  them  in  one  season. 

Dr.  Hall  says  that  it  would  probably  take  several  years  to  get  rid  of  the  tape 
worms  from  the  fish,  and  the  otter  and  fish  duck  might  form  the  cycle  to  keep  the 
tape  worm  in  the  fish,  but  not  to  such  a  great  extent. 

Assistant  Chief  Ranger. 

Note  that,  in  the  above,  the  claim  that  the  White  Pelicans  go  long  dis- 
tances outside  the  Park  to  obtain  food  is  substantiated  by  the  statements  of 
the  ranger  regarding  the  ling-cod  which  must  have  been  taken  beyond  the 
Park  limits. 

Suppose  it  does  take  a  lot  of  fish  (the  greater  part  of  which  are  small 
and  of  little  or  no  value  to  man)  to  feed  a  colony  of  pelicans,  to  what  better 
use  can  a  part  of  the  Yellowstone  Park  fish  be  put?  Is  not  the  preserva- 
tion of  such  interesting  creatures  as  the  pelican  and  otter  one  of  the  main 
purposes  of  the  park?  Are  those  main  purposes  to  be  sacrificed  to  enable 
a  few  tourists  to  make  a  maximum  catch  of  fish? 

Enclosure  4: 
(Copy)  November  11,  1931 

Captain  F.  C.  Culler, 
District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Fisheries, 
La  Crosse,  Wisconsin. 

CONFIDENTIAL 
Dear  Captain  Culler: 

During  the  past  year  a  great  deal  of  publicity*  both  for  and  against  the  white 
pelican  was  prevalent  throughout  the  western  half  of  the  United  States.  A  good 
deal  of  attention  was  focused  on  the  Yellowstone  group  of  pelican  and  on  their 
nesting  grounds  and  methods  of  control. 

Several  prominent  naturalists,  some  independent  and  some  of  different  depart- 
ments of  the  Government,  were  in  the  park  during  the  summer  and  expressed 
different  views  on  the  subject.  Director  Albright  felt  that  some  control  work  was 
necessary  in  keeping  the  pelicans  from  becoming  too  numerous  in  the  park. 

We  plan  to  gather  all  the  available  data  on  the  white  pelican  during  the  com- 
ing winter  and  from  the  statistics  and  reports  which  we  gather  work  out  a  very 
definite  control  and  management  program  for  the  pelicans  in  the  park.  To  assist 
us  we  would  like  to  have  your  opinion  and  a  statement  of  your  experience  with  the 
pelican  in  the  park.  Perhaps  you  could  tell  us  the  number  of  eggs  destroyed  each 
year  during  the  years  you  were  here  and  the  number  of  young  birds,  in  case  many 

♦  This  publicity  resulted  in  part  fromi  wide  distribution  of  the  pamphlet,  "The  Last  of 
the  White  Pelican,"  published  by  the  Bmergency  CkDnservation  Committee  in 
June,  1931.  Copies  of  it  may  still  be  obtained  from  the  Secretary,  Mrs.  C.  N. 
Edge,    113   East   72nd   Street,   INew   York   City. 


of  the  birds  were  killed.    We  want  to  approach  this  problem  from  an  unbiased  view- 
point and  in  order  to  do  so  we  will  have  to  have  all  the  facts. 

This  letter  is  being  sent  to  you  confidentially  so  as  to  avoid  undue  attention 
to  the  pelican. 

Mr.  Toll  has  been  away  from  the  park  for  nearly  a  month  now  and  is  engaged 
on  an  inspection  trip  of  proposed  park  areas  in  the  southwest.  In  a  recent  note 
from  him  he  sends  regards  to  you  in  which  we  all  join. 

Sincerely  yours, 

GFB — mjh  Acting  Superintendent. 

Enclosure  5: 
(Copy)  April  26,  1932 

CONFIDENTIAL 
Mr.  Roger  W.  Toll, 
515  Custom  House, 
Denver,  Colorado. 
Dear  Mr.  Toll: 

Your  memorandum  relative  to 's  report  on  the  pelican  situ- 
ation is  received. 

As  you  may  expect,  in  collecting  data  on  the  pelican  several  things  were  un- 
covered which  could  not  be  a  part  of  the  final  report.  A  part  of  this  has  to  do  with 
the  number  of  eggs  and  young  that  were  counted  on  the  island  different  years. 
All  of  this  data  is  being  held  confidential  until  you  come  to  the  park. 

I  am  not  sure  that  we  have  an  extra  copy  but  will  try  to  find  one  if  available 
for  Mr.  Foster.  In  the  event  a  copy  is  not  available  one  of  the  file  copies  can  be 
sent  to  him  for  his  perusual  and  it  can  then  be  returned  later. 

Sincerely  yours, 


GFB — mjh  Chief  Ranger 

All  the  above  letters  show  only  one  thought  and  desire — killing  off  the 
pelicans,  if  not  completely  and  immediately,  at  least  as  completely  as  they 
dare,  and  doing  it  in  secret. 

Enclosure  6:  In  contrast  to  these  letters  is  the  following  from  a 
National  Park  oflScial  who  has  a  much  clearer  conception  of  what  National 
Parks  are  for  and  of  how  their  wild  life  should  be  treated,  and  his  letter 
is  much  to  be  commended.  The  hope  expressed  in  the  "broadside"  that  the 
park  pelicans  would  be  protected  was,  however,  unfounded. 

(Copy) 

UNITED  STATES 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

CRATER  LAKE  NATIONAL  PARK 

CRATER  LAKE,  OREGON 

File  165 
X  163 
July   20,    1931 
The  Superintendent, 
Yellowstone  National  Park, 
Yellowstone,  Wyoming. 
Dear  Sir: 

In  a  recent  "broadside"  by  the  Emergency  Conservation  Committee,  113  East 
72nd  Street,  New  York,  entitled  "The  Last  of  the  White  Pelican"  there  is  mention 


of  the  pelican  colonies  of  Yellowstone  National  Park  under  the  heading  "Are  the 
Yellowstone  Park  Pelicans  Vermin?"     The  most  pernicious  statement  is  as  follows: 

"The  National  Park  Service  denies  having  issued  permits  for  killing  the 
Yellowstone  Park  Pelicans,  but  we  know  of  no  investigation  being  made  by 
it  to  locate  the  blame  for  their  disappearance. 

"We  wish  to  state,  however,  that  the  disagreeable  rumors  that  are  cur- 
rent concerning  the  disappearance  of  the  pelicans  are  of  earlier  date  than  the 
present  administration  of  Yellowstone  Park  and  we  certainly  hope  that  the 
pelican  is  now  getting  real  protection  and  will  receive  it  in  the  future." 

Although  I  am  inclined  to  discount  everything  issued  by  this  committee,  yet 
if  there  is  no  foundation  in  fact  for  these  statements,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  some- 
thing should  be  said  pointing  out  the  National  Park  Service  viewpoint  on  the  pro- 
tection of  wild  life  within  the  parks.  You  will  remember  that  we  turned  down 
the  project  to  dose  all  of  the  pelicans  on  the  islands  in  order  to  destroy  tapeworms. 

Personally  I  think  there  has  been  too  heavy  emphasis  by  the  Bureau  of  Fish- 
eries on  the  damage  caused  by  pelicans  in  Yellowstone  Lake.  I  am  very  doubtful 
whether  scientific  investigation  would  prove  them  a  great  menace  to  trout.  Even 
the  work  by  Dr.  Ward,  to  my  mind,  does  not  brand  the  pelicans  as  distinctly  in- 
jurious. Even  if  it  did,  I  would  feel  that  the  Park  Service  is  in  duty  bound  to 
protect  all  forms  of  wild  life  within  its  boundaries. 

Very  truly  yours. 


Assistant  Director. 

II. 

The  White  Pelican  is  not  protected  by  the  Migratory  Bird  Act.  Why 
should  it  not  be?  The  protection  it  receives  from  State  laws  is  largely  a 
farce,  since  the  laws  of  most  of  the  states  where  it  still  occurs  in  any  num- 
bers and  breeds  do  not  avail  to  protect  it.  Several  of  the  western  British 
Provinces  likewise  give  it  no  protection.  California,  Idaho,  Utah  and  Texas 
do  not  protect  it  and  the  Nevada  law  has  not  been  enforced.  Recently 
Montana  removed  protection  from  it  and  made  a  nationwide  appeal  to  hun- 
ters to  exterminate  the  bird.  The  following  item  was  circulated  by  the 
Associated  Press: 

"MONTANA  WARS  ON  PELICANS 

Hinsdale,  Mont.,  June  13  (Assoc.  Press). — The  pelican  is  to  be  banished  from 
Montana.  His  voracious  attacks  upon  fish  have  led  to  an  order  from  the  state  fish 
and  game  department  encouraging  hunters  to  kill  them  off.  Measuring  some  seven 
feet  of  wingspread,  on  an  average,  the  birds  not  only  eat  fish  for  food  and  store 
others  for  short  times  in  their  beaks,  but  kill  fish  for  the  pure  love  of  killing." 

These  statements  about  the  pelican  are  as  foolish  as  they  are  false. 
It  does  not  store  fish  in  its  bill  nor  does  it  kill  fish  "for  the  pure  love  of 
killing"  but  only  for  food.  While  Pelicans  in  captivity  will  gorge  them- 
selves as  will  other  birds  and  animals  in  capitivity,  they  do  not  consume  any 
such  quantities  as  they  are  accused  of  when  in  a  wild  state. 

In  reply  to  inquiries  concerning  the  reason  for  this  attack  on  the  pelican 
(which  was  already  disappearing  rapidly  enough  to   satisfy  any  ordinary 


pelican  hater),  the  following  letter  was  received  from  Thomas  M.  Marlowe, 
Chairman,  Montana  State  Fish  and  Game  Commission: 

(Copy) 

STATE  OF  MONTANA 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game 

July  14,  1931 
Dr.  F.  L.  Roberts*, 
Iowa  City,  Iowa. 
Dear  Sir: 

I  have  your  letter  of  July  7th  in  which  you  state  you  are  informed  that  there 
is  a  "war"  on  in  our  state  to  exterminate  the  white  pelican. 

I  am  certain  that  you  have  been  misinformed  regarding  this  situation.  Two 
years  ago  this  month  we  were  advised  that  the  pelican  was  protected  by  the  laws  of 
Montana  but  was  not  protected  under  the  Federal  laws  thus  causing  a  conflict  be- 
tween the  provisions  of  the  state  laws  and  the  Federal  rules  and  regulations  and 
because  of  this  conflict  the  Montana  Fish  and  Game  Commission  decided  to  place 
the  pelican  on  the  list  of  predatory  birds.  We  did  not  single  out  the  white  pelican 
as  you  seem  to  be  advised,  but  for  your  information  will  state  that  I  have  been  in 
the  State  of  Montana  since  1903,  and  have  been  hunting  ducks  every  fall  since  I 
have  been  here  and  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  man  in  the  state  who  has  been  out 
along  the  lakes  and  ponds  any  more  than  I  have  been  during  the  time  I  have  been 
here  and  during  my  stay  here  in  Montana  I  have  never  seen  a  white  pelican.  I 
never  heard  of  one  being  killed  in  the  state  since  we  placed  the  pelican  on  the  list 
of  predatory  birds.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  I  have  never  seen  very  many  pelicans 
and  no  white  pelicans,  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  personal  knowledge  just  how  many 
fish  they  consume  or  just  what  kind  of  fish  they  consume  but  if  they  consume  any 
game  fish  to  speak  of,  I  would  be  in  favor  of  letting  the  fish  live  as  against  the 
pelican. 

Many  game  fish  are  killed  in  Montana  each  year  by  birds,  especially  fish  ducks 
and  kingfishers  and  if  we  cannot  protect  our  beneficial  wild  life  as  against  the  wild 
life  that  is  no  benefit  to  mankind  except  for  a  few  bird  lovers  to  look  at,  the  day 
is  not  far  distant  when  there  will  be  no  wild  life  to  speak  of. 

For  the  past  two  years  I  have  heard  of  coots,  commonly  called  mud  hens,  killing 
young  wild  ducks.  I  never  actually  experienced  anything  of  this  kind  until  this 
spring  or  summer  but  a  few  weeks  ago  I  experienced  a  sight  of  this  kind  and  the 
farmer  who  lives  on  the  shore  of  this  pond  told  me  the  coots  killed  several  covies 
of  young  ducks  that  he  knew  of  on  this  place  thereby  verifying  several  statements 
which  I  have  heretofore  heard  about  the  coot  destroying  young  ducks.  I  suppose, 
then,  that  if  we  should  decide  as  against  beautiful  wild  ducks  such  as  mallards, 
teal  and  canvas  back,  that  the  mud  hen  should  go  that  there  will  be  a  cry  go  up 
from  those  who  like  to  see  the  mud  hen.  Out  here  the  mud  hen  is  not  considered  a 
game  bird  at  all.  We  can't  get  our  hunters  to  shoot  them  even  when  the  season 
is  open  and  as  the  result  many  of  our  best  duck  hunting  waters  are  over-run  with 
coots  and  the  duck  feed  is  all  devoured  by  coots  instead  of  ducks;  in  fact,  they 
have,  in  a  way,  exterminated  the  ducks. 

*  IOWA    ORNITHOLOGISTS    UNION 

4191/2    S.  Governor  St. 
Iowa    City,    Iowa.    July   18,    1931 
Mrs.   C.   N.  Edge 
113    Easit    72nd    St. 
New   York    City. 
Dear  Mrs.    Edge: 

I  am  enclosing-  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  received  from  Montana.  It  seems  to  me  it 
is  a  classic;  in  its  way.  I  am  glad  tha/t  at  last  I  have  found  out  what  is  really  killing 
off  our  ducks — ithe  coot — for  I  had  supposed  that  perhaps  the  hunters  were  partly 
responsible. 

You  may  copy  it,  if  yon  like,  but  I  would  like  to  have  the  letter  back.  You  may, 
of  course,    use   it  in   any  way  you   care   to. 

Sincerely, 

(Signed)  F.   L.    R.    Roberts, 

President,    Iowa   Ornithologists   Union. 


Fish  ducks  fishing  in  bands  of  from  fifty  to  seventy-five  in  a  band  destroy 
many  of  our  game  fishes  in  our  mountain  streams.  I  suppose,  according  to  your 
idea  of  things  that  they  should  be  protected  although  they  are  not  fit  for  anything 
except  for  some  of  you  to  look  at. 

We  feel  out  here  in  Montana  that  the  sportsmen  who  put  up  the  money  in 
purchasing  hunting  and  fishing  licenses  are  really  the  ones  who  are  protecting  the 
wild  life  of  this  wonderful  state  and  that  while  they  take  wild  life  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, they  are  really  the  conservationists  of  the  country  and  that  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  they  put  up  the  means  of  protecting  our  wild  life,  we  should  be  guided  by 
their  desires  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  and  I  have  never  heard  any  protest  in  this 
state  from  any  of  our  sportsmen  because  we  placed  the  pelican  on  the  list  of 
predatory  birds.  I  do  not  know  how  the  other  members  of  our  Commission  feel 
about  this  but  for  my  part  I  do  not  feel  at  this  time  that  a  mistake  has  been  made 
in  placing  the  pelican  on  the  list  of  predatory  birds. 

Very  truly  yours, 

(Signed)  Thomas  N.  Marlow,  Chairman 
State    Fish    and    Game    Comm,ission. 

This  astonishing  letter  hardly  needs  any  comment.  It  would  be  a 
joke  if  the  matter  were  not  so  serious.  Is  it  any  wonder  that  our  wild  life 
is  vanishing  where  its  preservation  is  left  to  men  with  such  notions? 

We  feel  it  but  just  to  the  State  of  Montana  to  say  that  Mr.  Marlowe 
is  no  longer  in  office. 

m. 

What  has  the  National  Association  of  Audubon  Societies  been  doing 
to  save  the  White  Pelicans  all  the  twenty-odd  years  that  Dr.  Pearson  has 
had  charge  of  its  work,  during  which  time  the  officers  of  the  organization 
admit  receiving  over  $4,000,000  in  dues,  gifts  and  legacies  for  bird  pro- 
tection purposes? 

We  are  unable  to  discover  that  it  has  done  anything. 

About  the  year  1925,  when  California  removed  protection  from  the 
pelicans.  Dr.  Pearson  was  urged  to  help  the  San  Diego  Natural  History  So- 
ciety in  a  movement  to  have  the  protection  restored.  Dr.  Pearson  flatly 
refused  all  help. 

A  few  years  ago  the  fact  became  known  that  the  Pyramid  Lake 
(Nevada)  White  Pelican  colony  (one  of  the  largest  still  remaining)  though 
in  a  Federal  Bird  Reservation,  was  being  left  by  the  Biological  Survey  with- 
out any  guardian,  and  was  being  raided  and  the  birds  killed  every  year. 
Again  the  National  Association  of  Audubon  Societies  did  nothing.  Why 
did  it  not  step  into  the  breach  and  provide  protection  until  public  opinion 
to  force  the  equally  negligent  Biological  Survey  to  act  could  be  aroused? 

It  is  clear  that  the  tie-up*  between  the  Audubon  Association  and  the 
Biological  Survey  again  prevents  proper  protection  of  our  wild-life. 

*  For  tie-up  of  Biologrical   Survey  and   Audubon  Association  see  ithe  pamphlet,    "It's 
Alive!     Kill  It!"   obtainable  from  the  Emergency  Conservation  Comffnittee. 
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We  may  add  that  we  doubt  the  adequacy  of  the  protection  this  im- 
portant colony  is  receiving  even  now,  as  in  this  year,  1932,  there  has  ap- 
parently been  no  warden  at  Pyramid  Lake  until  well  on  in  May,  while  one 
should  be  on  duty  from  the  middle  of  April,  at  the  latest. 

When  the  unjust,  vindictive  and  nation-wide  attack  on  the  pelican  by 
the  Montana  authorities  became  known,  why  did  Dr.  Pearson  not  immedi- 
ately make  every  effort  to  counteract  it  by  press  items  and  in  every  other 
possible  way? 

But  we  have  to  charge  the  National  Association  of  Audubon  Societies 
with  something  worse  even  than  repeated  and  inexcusable  neglect  such  as 
is  shown  above.  We  charge  it  with  acquiescing  in  the  movement  for  ex- 
terminating the  White  Pelican,  instead  of  doing  what  it  could  to  combat 
the  propaganda  against  the  birds.  Dr.  Murphy,  Director  of  the  Audubon 
Association  and  its  Treasurer,  said  in  an  interview  (see  New  York  Herald- 
Tribune,  July  31,  1931)  that  the  Association  had  immediately  wired  the 
Montana  authorities  and  found  there  was  no  truth  in  the  report"  of  any 
persecution,  and  that  the  pelican  was  "abundant  and  wide-spread." 

Now  we  ask  the  reader  whether  or  not  removing  legal  protection  from 
the  White  Pelican  and  putting  it  on  the  black-list,  and  following  this  up 
with  an  appeal  for  its  extinction  by  the  Associated  Press  in  which  false  and 
malicious  accusations  were  made  against  the  bird,  and  which  resulted  in  at 
least  one  if  not  both  the  chief  colonies  of  pelicans  in  Montana  being  de- 
stroyed in  1931,  should  be  assisted  by  the  National  Association  of  Audubon 
Societies  by  pulling  the  wool  over  the  public's  eyes  and  denying  what  was 
going  on? 

Worse  than  that,  Dr.  Pearson  followed  this  with  an  article  in  Bird- 
Lore  (May-June,  1932,  pages  240-24)1)  in  which  he  pretends  that  the  peli- 
can is  numerous  and  in  little  danger  of  extinction.  Many  of  the  colonies  he 
lists  are  in  states  or  provinces  giving  pelicans  no  protection,  and  some  are 
raided  every  year  and  most  of  the  eggs  and  young  destroyed,  if  indeed 
persecution,  drainage  or  drought  has  not  permanently  destroyed  all  the 
birds.  As  for  "seeking  new  breeding  grounds"  how  many  places  does  Dr. 
Pearson  think  there  are  where  a  colony  of  these  enormous  birds  can  find 
a  suitable  breeding  place,  safe  from  human  persecution  and  from  predaceous 
animals,  and  within  reach  of  a  food  supply  for  themselves  and  the  young 
birds?  What  shall  we  think  of  the  knowledge  about  birds  of  one  who  would 
write  such  an  article,  or  of  the  good  faith  of  the  editor  of  an  alleged  bird- 
protection  magazine  who  would  permit  it  to  appear? 

What  You  Can  Do  to  Help  Save  the  White  Pelican 

Write  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.  C,  protesting 
against  the  killing  of  the  White  Pelicans  in  Yellowstone  Park  and  asking 
that  every  effort  be  made  to  protect,  increase  and  build  up  the  colonies  there. 
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Write  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  asking  that  special  effort  be  made 
to  protect  all  bird  reservations  where  White  Pelicans  breed,  and  to  have  them 
put  under  the  protection  of  the  Migratory  Bird  Act  as  soon  as  possible. 

If  you  live  in  California,  Idaho,  Montana  or  Texas,  or  in  any  British 
Province  not  protecting  the  pelican,  write  to  your  State  Game  Commission 
asking  to  have  the  White  Pelican  put  on  the  protected  list. 

Support  the  campaign  of  the  Emergency  Conservation  Committee  for 
a  true  conservation  policy  in  the  National  Association  of  Audubon  Societies. 
Audubon  members  should  demand  that  the  Association  be  freed  from  the 
domination  of  the  Biological  Survey,  and  that  Bird-Lore  should  not  con- 
tinue to  be  the  official  organ  of  the  Association,  unless  it  reverses  tis  edi- 
torial policy  and  ceases  to  lull  the  fears  of  Audubon  members  in  regard  to 
such  important  matters  as  the  preservation  of  the  White  Pelican  and  other 
birds  and  animals  whose  existence  is  threatened. 


This  pamphlet  is  published  and  distributed  by  the 

Emergency  Conservation  Committee 

Mrs.  C.  N.  EDGE,  Secretary 
113  East  72nd  Street,  New  York 

September,  1932 


Attention  is  called  to  the  following  publications  which  will  be  sent  free 
while  the  supply  lasts  on  application  to  the  Secretary. 

Unsportsmanlike  Sportsmen  Doomed  Yosemite  Forests 

The  U.  S.  Biological  Survey  The  Bald  Eagle,  Our  National  Emblem 

Poison  for  Our  Wild  Life  The  Antelope's  S.  O.  S. 

A  Crisis  in  Conservation  The  Last  of  the  White  Pelican 

Compromised  Conservation.     Can  the  It's  Alive ! — Kill  It ! 
Audubon  Society  Explain? 

Contributions  to  the   Committee  are  requested.     The  Committee  pays 
NO  salaries  and  has  NO  overhead  expenses. 
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